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We are hearing a lot about biodiesel,
about ethanol, about the hybrids that
some of the auto manufacturers are
producing. And of course in Tennessee
we have a Nissan plant. We have a Sat-
urn plant, and we know that research
and development and new design for
hydrogen cell cars is there. It is on the
drawing board. We need to do what we
can do to encourage that. This bill will
do that.

Number three, we have also made
sure this effort does not ignore clean
coal technology, renewable energies
like biomass, wind and solar
hydroelectricity.

Number four, the Federal Govern-
ment is going to help lead the effort in
energy conservation through this legis-
lation by requiring Federal buildings
to comply with efficiency standards.
We can help set the example, and we
should be setting the example, and we
are going to do that with this piece of
legislation.

We are targeting those high utility
bills. When it comes to liquefied nat-
ural gas, we are clarifying the govern-
ment’s role in the process of choosing
sites for natural gas facilities. By
streamlining the approval process for
this important energy sector’s facility
construction, we can provide some sta-
bility to those large segments of our
country that depend on natural gas for
fuel.

Mr. Speaker, every American knows
our country is dependent on oil. It is
essential to our economy. By increas-
ing oil and gas exploration and devel-
opment on nonpark Federal lands, and
by authorizing the expansion of the
strategic petroleum reserves capacity
to a billion barrels, we are doing every-
thing we can to meet our domestic de-
mand and to protect ourselves from fu-
ture shortages.

Both nuclear and hydropower have a
significant role in providing energy for
millions of Americans, and our legisla-
tion will allow the Department of En-
ergy to accelerate programs for the
production and supply of electricity
and set the stage for construction of
new nuclear plants and improving cur-
rent procedures for hydroelectric
project licensing, looking to the future,
and looking to the nuclear and the hy-
dropower and the role that they will
supply.

Mr. Speaker, all of this is good for
our economy, and it is good for our na-
tional security. We know that. We
know it is important that we continue
to have a ready energy supply for man-
ufacturing.

One of my colleagues earlier today
was talking about, my goodness, you
know, China, and dealing with China
and the currency there, it concerns us.
It concerns us when we see jobs leave.
It concerns everyone. And one of the
ways that we make sure manufacturing
continues to grow as it has done over
the past 2 years, and I will remind my
colleagues this past quarter we had the
best manufacturing numbers we have
had in this country in about 2 decades.
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We give this Republican leadership in
the House and the Senate and the Re-
publican leadership and the adminis-
tration a little bit of credit for working
to create the environment that the pri-
vate sector needed to do what, go cre-
ate jobs, two million new jobs, and
also, to increase the productivity and
the output in manufacturing and also,
as that has happened, to increase the
capital investment. It will become a
little bit better, a little bit more af-
fordable for the private sector to create
those jobs and to increase that manu-
facturing output when we have a sta-
ble, a dependable, an affordable energy
supply. And that is one of the things
that the Energy Policy Act of 2005 will
help to do.

Now, I heard one of our colleagues
earlier talking about the gas shortages
of the 1970s. And I think that many of
us can remember those. And everyone
who does agrees that economic secu-
rity and national security, when it
comes to energy, certainly go hand in
hand. And for those across the aisle,
many, like the minority leader across
the aisle, who have worked against our
effort to secure America’s energy
sources, I hope that now, after the Re-
publican leadership has made the case
for this bill and legislation, and after 4
years, 4 full years of work, that they
will join us, that they will vote for and
support this legislation.

And if the liberal leadership in Con-
gress does not really see the light on
this issue, let me help to clarify this. I
would like to show our second chart.

Mr. Speaker, this is where we have
been over the past two Congresses, the
107th, the 108th, and the 109th Con-
gress. On the left, you will see that you
have the Congress and the energy legis-
lation that the Republicans tried to
pass, but were unable to get through
because of Democrat opposition.

And on the right you have the na-
tional average prices of a gallon of reg-
ular unleaded gasoline for the second
week of April each year that this legis-
lation was going through the floor, and
each time the Democrat leadership was
fighting passage of an energy bill. And
I hope that the individuals that are
watching are going to see a trend here,
because we have had a lot of inaction
since the 107th Congress. And with that
inaction, guess what has happened?
Higher prices. Democrat obstruc-
tionism means a bigger bill at the
pump. And for my colleagues that ear-
lier today were saying you have got to
do something, gas is over $2 a gallon,
well here is the something to do. It is
called vote ‘“‘yes” on the energy bill.
Let us move this process along. There
are Members that have been obstruc-
tionists for too, too long. Let us vote
‘“yes” and let us move the process
along.

Now, during the 107th Congress, in
2001 and 2002, we pushed a comprehen-
sive energy bill. And at that time the
gas prices averaged $1.46 a gallon. Dur-
ing the 108th Congress, in 2003 and 2004,
Republicans in the House were again
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supporting a national energy policy.
Gas prices had increased by an average
of 20 cents, and they were at $1.69 a gal-
lon.

Mr. Speaker, now the 109th Congress,
we are facing $2.28 a gallon. My ques-
tion is, how can the Democrats con-
tinue to say no? They need to join us
and show some support for the energy
bill.

This bill is a bill about options. It is
a bill about options for today, more af-
fordable oil and gas. It is about options
for the future as we look at research
and development, as we look at new
technologies. And it is important for
our Nation’s economy and for our Na-
tion’s security that we move this
along.

So I hope that next week, as we take
up the national energy policy act on
the floor of the House, that Democrats
will enthusiastically and finally join
Republicans in passing this legislation.
Time for inaction has long passed.

Mr. Speaker, I think it is time we
passed this bill next week and that we
answer that question that some of our
constituents are asking: What are you
going to do about it? We are going to
do what we have been trying to do for
4 years. We are going to pass an energy
bill.

We hope that the Democrats across
the aisle will join us in passing this
bill, helping to secure our Nation’s en-
ergy supply and helping us plan for the
future.

———
VICTIMS OF CRIME ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PRICE of Georgia). Under the Speaker’s
announced policy of January 4, 2005,
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is
recognized for 60 minutes.

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
speak for a group that live in the silent
storm of stressful sadness. They live
with the vicious wounds of being a vic-
tim of crime in America. To be a vic-
tim, to be chosen to be the prey by a
predator, to have a life stolen or bro-
ken by criminal conduct, Mr. Speaker,
it is a terrible and tragic travesty. But
to have your own government desert
you, abandon you, too, is an injustice.
It is an injustice to the injured, to the
innocent, to the victims.

Mr. Speaker, the Victims of Crime
Act, VOCA, the VOCA fund was created
in 1984 by President Ronald Reagan to
provide the most consistent stable
source of funding for services to crime
victims. It included counseling, victim
advocacy programs, safety planning,
State victim compensation funds that
would help crime victims recover the
costs associated with being a victim.
Yet the current budget proposes to re-
scind the over $1.2 billion presently in
this fund and redirect its resources to
the Department of the Treasury, where
it will be treated in the general rev-
enue. It would go to the greater busi-
ness of the general fund.

Mr. Speaker, VOCA funds, these
funds that we are talking about, are
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not derived from taxpayers paying dol-
lars to the Treasury of the United
States. But these funds come from
fines and forfeitures and fees paid by
convicted Federal offenders. This is an
offender’s accountability for the harm
they have caused when they committed
the crimes against citizens. It is a won-
derful, successful idea. It makes out-
laws pay for the damage they have
caused; makes them pay for the system
that they have created. It makes them
financially pay the victims for these
crimes.

In fact, there are over 4,400 programs
that provide vital victim assistance
services to nearly 4 million victims a
year because of these funds that are
contributed by criminals.
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Half of these victims receiving these
services are victims of domestic vio-
lence. Other victims are victims of sex-
ual assaults, child abuse, drunk driv-
ing, elder abuse, robbery, assault, and
old-fashioned stealing. They receive
this type of assistance through shelters
and rape crisis centers, child abuse
treatment programs. Prosecutors’ of-
fices received help, law enforcement
agencies and victim advocates. All of
these agencies received funds paid into
this fund by criminals.

State crime victims compensation
funds with VOCA funds help crime vic-
tims to pay for out-of-pocket expenses
that they incurred while the criminal
committed a crime against them.
These expenses include medical care,
counseling, lost wages, funeral costs,
and many, many more.

You see, when a crime occurs, the
victim has mno recourse financially
against a criminal, even though the
criminal may be convicted and sent to
our Federal penitentiaries. Criminals
just do not have any money. So victims
are compensated through this fund
through fees paid by other criminals.

Many victims, when they suffer
criminal conduct against them, have
no insurance. This is what they look to
to save their livelihood and their lives.
Without victims’ compensation funds
in the United States, funded by VOCA
programs, paid by the defendants, vic-
tims have two choices, live without
this aid or ask taxpayers to pay in
some form of taxation what defendants
are now paying for and what defend-
ants should pay for in the future.

Mr. Speaker, as the founder of the
Victims Rights Caucus along with the
gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. HAR-
RIS) and on the other side of the aisle
the gentleman from California (Mr.
CosTA), all of us are united in this deci-
sion that reducing VOCA funding is an
injustice to the people of the United
States, the good people, the people who
never asked to be victims of crime but
yet they were chosen by some criminal
to be a victim.

It is ironic, Mr. Speaker, this is Vic-
tims Rights Week, the week that we
proclaim in the United States the
worth and value of victims, and yet it
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is the week that the budget is consid-
ering to reduce these funds, take these
funds donated by criminals and put it
in the general fund. How ironic this is.

Mr. Speaker, in all of my career I
have been involved in the political
process, I have been involved in the
justice system. First in the District
Attorneys Office where I served as a
chief felony prosecutor in Houston,
Texas, for about 8 years and then a
judge in Texas for 22 years where I saw
25,000, 25,000 defendants come to court
charged with crimes against an equal
number of victims. And during all of
that time I have witnessed in the
United States the victims’ movement,
how victims have been treated in the
system. And sometimes we have forgot-
ten as a people in 2005 how victims
have been treated over the past.

Things have not always been as good
for victims after the crime as it is now;
and I think a history lesson is due, Mr.
Speaker.

I tried numerous cases as a pros-
ecutor, numerous defendants, death
penalty cases, but I would like to talk
about one person who really showed me
the way of how victims continue to be
victims after the crime was com-
mitted. And I have changed her name
because her family still lives in Hous-
ton, Texas.

Back in the late seventies there was
a young lady who was married and had
a couple of sons that lived in Houston,
Texas. She worked in the daytime. At
night, she went to school working on a
masters degree at one of our univer-
sities.

She left the school one evening. Her
name was Lisa. And she was driving
down one of our freeways and she had
car trouble so she exited the freeway,
Mr. Speaker, came into a gas station
that she thought was open. It was not
open. It was closed, but she did not
know that. And she got out of the vehi-
cle and started talking to an individual
that she thought was a service station
attendant.

Luke Johnson was not the service
station attendant. He was just hanging
around. One thing led to another, and
Luke Johnson pulled out a pistol. He
kidnapped Lisa, took her and her vehi-
cle to a remote area of East Texas that
we call the Piney Woods. He sexually
assaulted her and pistol-whipped her.
In fact, he beat her so bad that he
thought he had killed her. Later, when
he was arrested, he was mad that he
had not killed her.

Lisa was a remarkable woman. She
survived that brutal attack. She was
found about 2 days after she was aban-
doned in the woods by a hunter that
was going through that area. He
stopped, rescued her and made sure
that her medical needs were met.

After she recovered from this vicious
attack, Luke Johnson was arrested and
charged with aggravated rape. I pros-
ecuted him for this conduct. A jury of
12 citizens in Houston, Texas, heard the
case, heard Lisa testify in this case.
Luke Johnson was convicted and re-
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ceived the maximum sentence of 99
years in the Texas State penitentiary
as he earned and as he deserved.

Now we would have hoped as a peo-
ple, as a culture that justice would
have been done, that we would go on,
that life would be good, but that is not,
Mr. Speaker, the world that we live in.
Because we live in a world far different
from that.

As Luke Johnson is shipped off to the
penitentiary where he belonged, Lisa
could not quite cope with that crime.
The first thing that happened was she
never went back to school, never want-
ed to go on that campus again. The
next thing that occurred was she lost
her job. In fact, she was fired. She
could not focus, and she bounced
around from job to job. She started
abusing drugs, first alcohol and then
everything else.

Her husband, the sort that he was,
decided he no longer wanted her. He
sued her for divorce, convinced a judge
in Texas that she was not mentally ca-
pable of raising those children that she
had, and he got custody of both of
them. He moved out of the State of
Texas where he is somewhere else in
this country today.

Then not long after all of this oc-
curred, Lisa’s mother gave me a phone
call and told me that Lisa had taken
her own life and she left a note that I
still have in my office today and that
note says, ‘I am tired of running from
Luke Johnson in my nightmares.”

You see, Lisa faced this entire crime
alone. There was no VOCA. There were
no funds for victim advocates that
could sit and be with Lisa through the
trial. There were no funds for therapy
and counseling after this crime and
after the trial. Lisa was on her own
when she testified, and she was on her
own after the crime was over, and she
received the death penalty for being a
victim of crime. Lluke Johnson, he just
spent a few years in the Texas peniten-
tiary for that crime, and he is running
loose somewhere in Texas.

Times did change from this type of
conduct where victims were abandoned
by the process, and we have progressed.
When I was a judge, to show you the
example of how people through VOCA
make a difference, I will tell you about
a second case.

This case involved a little girl named
Susie. A first grader in Houston, Texas,
she walked to school every day and
walked home. You know, in the big
city we do not normally like our kids
walking to school or walking home. It
is not safe. Susie’s case proves the
point.

One afternoon, she is walking home
from school, a 7-year-old first grader in
Houston. This individual, who had been
stalking her for some time, pulled up
beside her, rolled down the window of
his pickup truck, yelled out the win-
dow, Hey, little girl. I lost my dog. Can
you help me find my dog?

She stopped long enough for this per-
petrator, this predator to jump out of
his vehicle, grab Susie, kidnap her and
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take off. He left Houston, Texas, and
went down to the Gulf Coast down to
the beach area of Galveston, Texas,
about 50 miles from Houston. He took
her to a secluded portion of that beach
area, and he did to that little girl, that
T-year-old, exactly what he wanted to
for as long as he wanted to do it. After
he was through having his way with
Susie, he abandoned her in the dark-
ness of the night and fled. Before he
left, however, he took all of her clothes
away from her.

About the time the sun was coming
up, Susie, in shock, walking up and
down the beach, was rescued by a sher-
iff’s deputy that was patrolling the
area. She received medical aid and the
attention that she needed.

The person that committed this
crime was arrested out of State, extra-
dited back to Texas to stand trial for
this crime of aggravated sexual assault
of a child, a 7-year-old girl.

The case was tried in my courtroom.
It was sort of a high publicity case be-
cause of who the defendant was. But
when Susie took the witness stand, sat
next to me on the witness stand, the
prosecutor started asking her ques-
tions and she turned and saw the perpe-
trator in the courtroom, she could not
say anything. She did not say any-
thing. All she did was stare at the of-
fender. Eventually, she started to cry.
And, Mr. Speaker, she has cried a long
time. She probably thought she was
alone. She was alone, but she could not
testify.

Well, what do you do? Well, this was
the main witness. Without this wit-
ness, the State did not have a case. The
prosecutor asked for a postponement of
the trial. I quickly granted that. We re-
cessed. We came back a day or two
later, and we started up the trial again.

Susie testified, sat next to me and
testified. And that day she was able to
testify in detail, graphic detail what
happened to her when she left school
one afternoon and what this perpe-
trator did to her.

The difference, the difference was
there was another person in the court-
room, seated on the back row looking
at her, telling her in her own way, you
can testify. You can do this. I believe
in you.

Who was it? It was the victim advo-
cate that worked with the District At-
torney’s Office that walked that little
girl through that case. And because
that woman was in the courtroom and
because she had worked with this vic-
tim before and Susie saw her, it gave
her the courage to testify. And that
predator, that child predator was con-
victed of that case because one person,
a victim advocate, was present in the
courtroom.

See, there was a time there were no
victim advocates in the courtroom, and
that time has passed, and part of the
reason is that VOCA funds are used to
fund advocates of victims in our court-
rooms.

One of cases that I tried where I met
my first victim advocate was a case
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that was called the choker rapist. What
this individual did, he assaulted co-eds
from the University of Texas, choked
them and sexually assaulted them. He
did this numerous times. He was sent
to the Texas penitentiary. By some
error or mistake, having been sen-
tenced to about 700 years in the peni-
tentiary, he was released after a short
period of time. He came to Houston,
and he continued these ways of assault-
ing co-eds from the University of Hous-
ton. He was captured again, and this
case was tried. The victim in that case
was similar to Susie in that it was dif-
ficult for her to testify. She was older.
She was a college student.

The first victim advocate that I ever
laid eyes on in 1984 was sitting in the
courtroom, helping this witness keep
with the trial and the crime and testi-
fying. That person’s name was Anne
Seymour, and that was many years
ago. But yet Anne Seymour and many
like her work with victims on a daily
basis, and part of the way they are able
to take care of victims is by funding
that they get from VOCA each year.

Mr. Speaker, many people do not re-
alize that when the Oklahoma City
bombing occurred, now 10 years ago,
that travesty, that assault on Amer-
ican citizens, VOCA funds were avail-
able and used to help those victims
cope with that emergency. And those
funds were available immediately so
that victims and their families could
be helped.

I would like to read a letter from
Marsha Kite. Marsha Kite’s daughter
was Kkilled in the Oklahoma City bomb-
ing, and her letter states how she feels
as the mother of a murder victim about
the VOCA funding.

O 1830

She says: We are only days away
from the 10th anniversary of the Okla-
homa City bombing and I hear that
there is consideration for emptying out
our Federal crime victims fund.

Number 1, this critical fund that is
paid for by criminals and not tax-
payers.

Two, the fund helped thousands of
families and survivors of the Oklahoma
City bombing, including my own fam-
ily. The administration needs to take a
hard look at what they are contem-
plating and realize the devastating im-
pact it will have on programs that pro-
vide direct services to crime victims,
including crisis intervention, emer-
gency shelters, emergency transpor-
tation, counseling and the criminal
justice advocacy programs, all of which
were provided to Oklahoma City fami-
lies.

Number 3, no person, regardless of
life choices or situations, should be
met with the harmful or inadequate
services. Each victim should be pro-
vided with the opportunity to access
services based on their needs and not
be further traumatized by a system
that is neither prepared nor under-
funded.

So, Mr. Speaker, these funds have
helped numerous victims and their
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families, and it would be a total injus-
tice to cut these funds and put them in
the abyss of the general revenue.

Other examples of VOCA funding go
to domestic violence shelters. Domes-
tic violence shelters are a necessary re-
quirement in our culture, and good
people throughout this United States
organize and establish these shelters to
protect victims of domestic violence.

We have such a one in my hometown
of Humble, Texas. It is called Family
Time, and Family Time is available on
a 24-hour basis for victims of domestic
violence where they can go and find
safety when they have to flee their own
homes. If they do not go to these do-
mestic violence shelters, where will
they go?

If it was not for these shelters, many
of these abused women would go di-
rectly back to that house and be vic-
timized and abused again. These shel-
ters are saving their lives. Many of
these shelters rely on VOCA funding,
and they would close down without the
help of these funds, and these women
and these children would be sent back
to an environment of violence, domes-
tic violence.

These are just a few examples, Mr.
Speaker, of how these funds are spent.

It is interesting how we, as a Nation,
are very concerned about the victims
in lands far, far away across the seas,
the recent tsunami crisis, where we
have President Bush and President
Clinton raising money in the United
States to help these victims. While it is
very important that we show that we
are compassionate to peoples all over
the world, Mr. Speaker, charity begins
at home, and we need to take care of
our American families first and then
the world families, if necessary.

So we must do both, but we must
never neglect our own people, our vic-
tims for some other Nation.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to just con-
tinue this history lesson talking about
children, children in the criminal jus-
tice system, specifically children who
are the victims of sexual assault.

There was a time, Mr. Speaker, when
a child that was sexually assaulted
would have to go through a long proc-
ess in the criminal justice system. It in
itself was a crime. The victim would be
interviewed, usually by a police officer,
a stranger. Another police officer
would instruct the victim to go to the
county hospital. They would wait in
the emergency room along with every-
body else that goes to the emergency
room. They would be seen by a doctor
that may or may not know anything
about sexual assault cases, a doctor
that sometimes was not even available
to testify at the trial because they had
been sent to some other hospital in the
Nation.

After being seen by this doctor, then
the child would have to go to the police
station to be interviewed again, and
there were occasions in my home city
of Houston that these victims would
sometimes get on the elevator to go to
be interviewed by the homicide detec-
tive, and the perpetrator would be on
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the elevator as well going to be inter-
viewed by another detective.

Then, after this was over with, they
would have to go to the district attor-
ney’s office and be interviewed for the
trial by a prosecutor, sometimes a
prosecutor that has never tried a sex-
ual assault case, and eventually the
trial would come and those traumas
would continue.

Mr. Speaker, we are fortunate to say
that those days are over. Those are no
longer the days of children that are
sexually assaulted in the United States
because of groups like the National
Children’s Alliance here in Wash-
ington, D.C., where I am a board mem-
ber. That alliance has over 400 children
advocacy centers throughout the
United States, and what those centers
do is this.

When a child is sexually assaulted,
rather than be bounced from place to
place, agency to agency, they are
taken to one location, a child friendly
location, and probably the best exam-
ple of this center is in Houston, Texas,
Children’s Assessment Center, that is a
privately funded, publicly funded es-
tablishment, and here is what happens.

When a child is sexually assaulted,
they go to this center. It is a very
friendly, child friendly center, and they
are interviewed only by child experts.
They are interviewed about the crime
and what took place. Their medical
needs are met there by qualified doc-
tors and nurses that deal with child
sexual assault victims. The child, after
this occurs, is allowed to talk to a
prosecutor that deals only with child
assault cases. The child then, before
and after they testify, are provided
therapy and counseling by child psy-
chiatrists and experts, and they do all
of this at the center. Every time they
need to be involved in the case, they go
to this one place, very child friendly,
and because of centers like the Chil-
dren’s Assessment Center in Houston,
Texas, and 59 others in Texas, 400 or
more in the United States, child vic-
tims are able to cope and recover from
the tragedy of sexual assault against
them.

Children’s Assessment Center in
Houston sees 350 children a month that
have been sexually abused and as-
saulted. They receive VOCA funds, as
well as funds from the community,
from private foundations and the coun-
ty government. The funds at the Chil-
dren’s Assessment Center go for a ther-
apist, a bilingual therapist, that is able
to talk to children that do not speak
just English. That therapist, along
with other therapists, will disappear if
VOCA funds are cut.

Just to show an impact on these cen-
ters, they constantly help kids cope
with the crime. It is more important to
help the child recover than even to
have the perpetrator convicted, but
they do many things with these kids to
help them realize what has occurred in
their own lives and how they can vent
by even writing a letter to the perpe-
trator.
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I have one such letter that was writ-
ten by a little girl to the person who
sexually assaulted her that I have re-
ceived from the Children’s Assessment
Center in Houston today, and she
starts out her letter this way.

These are some of the things that I
have been wanting to say to you. I used
to think that you were a nice person
and that you would never hurt me.
Then things changed. After you began
touching me, I thought that you were
not a nice person, and I wondered if
you were hurting Mommy, too. When I
think of you touching me, I get very
mad, and I sometimes am sad. You are
a jerk and a child molester. Sometimes
when I think of you, I am mad at you
for hurting me. I want to tell you that
I am glad you are in jail and you can-
not hurt me anymore. If I ever, or
when I see you again I will tell Mommy
and call the cops, and I will make a
mad face at you. Ha, ha, you thought I
would never tell but now everyone
knows. I also know you did this to my
sister, too. It is signed by a little girl.

Letters such as this help victims,
children cope with the crime that has
been committed against them. These
Children’s Assessment Centers all over
the country, God bless them, are doing
a work to save America’s greatest re-
source, our children. VOCA funds go to
these centers, and without this fund-
ing, many of these centers would not
be able to open the doors.

So, Mr. Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues in the House on both sides of
the aisle to join me and the other 50
Members and counting who have signed
a letter to the Committee on Appro-
priations chairman to save the VOCA
funds.

Grassroots victims organizations
across the Nation have been flooding
congressional offices with phone calls
and pleading for their representatives
to save VOCA and for them to sign this
letter that 50 have already signed.
Fourteen national victim advocacy or-
ganizations have partnered in support
of saving the crime victims fund. And
they are, Mr. Speaker, these organiza-
tions that work victims: Justice Solu-
tions, Incorporated; Mothers Against
Drunk Driving; the National Alliance
to End Sexual Violence; the National
Association of Crime Victim Com-
pensation Boards; the National Asso-
ciation of VOCA Assistance Adminis-
trators; the National Center For Vic-
tims of Crime; the National Children’s
Alliance; the National Coalition
Against Domestic Violence; the Na-
tional Crime Victim Research and
Treatment Center; the National Net-
work to End Domestic Violence; the
National Organization for Victim As-
sistance; National Organization of Par-
ents of Murdered Children; the Penn-
sylvania Coalition Against Rape; the
Victim Assistance Legal Organization;
and even way down in Midland, Texas,
the Midland County, Texas, Sheriff’s
Crisis Intervention Center which has 35
volunteers. That organization will
cease to exist if these funds are cut.
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We all are concerned, Mr. Speaker,
about the budget, about the deficit,
about Federal spending. We all are in
agreement about that, but maybe we
need to reprioritize how we spend
money. Maybe we should reconsider
some of the foreign giveaway programs
that this country is involved in, giving
away money, and maybe we should
think about victims here at home, re-
membering that the victims fund,
VOCA, is not funded by taxpayers, but
it is funded by criminals, as it ought to
be, and they should continue to pay,
pay for the crimes that they have
brought upon the good people of our
community.

Mr. Speaker, victims pay. They al-
ways pay. They continue to pay after
the crime is over with, and we need to
be compassionate and sensitive about
them because the same Constitution
that protects defendants of crime pro-
tects victims of crime as well.

Lastly, Mr. Speaker, I would like to
talk about a person that I never met.
He was an individual that did not have
much going for him. He was born the
same year that my son Kurt was born
in the 1970s, and my son now is a big,
old strapping kid in his twenties, and
sometimes when I look at Kurt, I think
about Kevin Wanstrath and the people
I prosecuted that killed him.

Kevin Wanstrath was born in Mis-
sissippi. His mother did not want him.
So she dumped him off to some charity.
The charity, though, found a home for
him, and the home was in Houston,
Texas. The people who adopted Kevin
Wanstrath, John and Diana Wanstrath,
could not have children of their own.
They were middle-class folks, and so
they found Kevin, they adopted him,
and they made him their son, and they
were happy as a family could be.

But unbeknownst to this family,
Diana Wanstrath’s brother, Markum
was his name, was plotting to kill this
entire family. While he was plotting to
kill the family, Markum Duffsmith,
along with three other henchmen years
before, had murdered Markum’s own
mother, and because of the way that
crime was committed, he was able to
convince law enforcement that it was a
suicide, and he was not prosecuted
until after he had murdered his nephew
Kevin.

He collected the estate of his mother,
and he spent it, and when he was
through spending the money, he needed
more money. So he then plotted this
other murder, the murder of John
Wanstrath, Diana Wanstrath and Kevin
Wanstrath.

One evening while John and Diana
were watching Channel 13 news in
Houston, Texas, two people that
Markum had hired, posing to be real
estate agents, forced their way into the
Wanstrath home and first shot John,
then shot Diana and then, while Kevin
Wanstrath, a 14-month-old baby, was
asleep in his baby bed curled up to his
favorite Teddy bear, clothed in blue
terry cloth pajamas, dreaming about
whatever those babies dream about, he
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was murdered. He was shot in the head.
He was sacrificed on the altar of greed.
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Because of the work of a couple of
Houston police officers, all those kill-
ers were brought to justice. Two of
them received the death penalty and
were later executed, and two received
long prison terms.

Over the years, I have kept a photo-
graph of Kevin Wanstra on my desk, as
a prosecutor, as a judge for 22 years,
and now as a fortunate Member of Con-
gress representing the Second Congres-
sional District of Texas. You see, Kevin
Wanstra never made it to his second
birthday. He was denied the right to
live. He was a victim of criminal con-
duct.

Our Nation, Mr. Speaker, needs to be
concerned about the Kevin Wanstras in
our culture because they have the right
to live as well. Kevin Wanstra will
never grow up, he will never be in the
backyard playing catch with his father,
will never play football, never have a
date, never get married, all because he
was chosen to be prey, the victim of a
crime.

So our Nation, Mr. Speaker, during
this Victims’ Rights Week, needs to be
determined. It needs to be reinforced as
a culture that we will not stand idly by
while people are maimed and hurt in
our culture, that we will support them,
that we will be compassionate toward
them, and we will make sure that
criminals who commit crimes against
them will pay, and they will finan-
cially pay in the funding of VOCA.

Mr. Speaker, we as a people will
never be judged the way we treat the
rich, the famous, the important, the
wealthy, the special folks. We will be
judged by the way we treat the inno-
cent, the weak, the elderly, the chil-
dren. I hope when we are judged, Mr.
Speaker, we are judged favorably.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Ms. Sonis (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today on account of official
business.

Ms. BERKLEY (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today.

———

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. SCHIFF) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. SCHIFF, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mr.
today.

Ms. WATSON, for 56 minutes, today.

Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida, for 5
minutes, today.

McDERMOTT, for 5 minutes,
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Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, for 5 min-
utes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. PRICE of Georgia) to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material:)

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN,
April 18 and 19.

Mr. ROHRABACHER,
today.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia, for 5 minutes,
today.

for 5 minutes,

for 5 minutes,

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

Mr. Trandahl, Clerk of the House, re-
ported and found truly enrolled a bill
of the House of the following title,
which was thereupon signed by the
Speaker:

H.R. 1134. An act to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide for the prop-
er tax treatment of certain disaster mitiga-
tion payments.

————
SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

The SPEAKER announced his signa-
ture to an enrolled bill of the Senate of
the following title:

S. 266. An act to amend title 11 of the
United States Code, and for other purposes.

———
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, I move that
the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 6 o’clock and 48 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until Monday, April
18, 2005, at 2 p.m.

————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

15694. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Acetamiprid; Pesticide Tol-
erance [OPP-2005-0029; FRIL-7705-7] received
April 6, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
to the Committee on Agriculture.

1595. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Buprofezin; Pesticide Toler-
ance [OPP-2004-0412; FRIL-7691-8] received
April 6, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
to the Committee on Agriculture.

1596. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Paecilomyces Iilacinus
strain 251; Exemption from the Requirement
of a Tolerance [OPP-2004-0397; FRL-7708-4] re-
ceived April 6, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

1597. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Triflumizole; Pesticide Tol-
erance for Emergency Exemptions [OPP-
2005-0054; FRL-7701-6] received April 6, 2005,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

1598. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
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Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Bacillus thuringiensis
Modified Cry3A Protein (mCry3A) and the
Genetic Material Necessary for its Produc-
tion in Corn; Temporary Exemption From
the Requirement of a Tolerance [OPP-2005-
0073; FRL-7704-4] received March 29, 2005, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

15699. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Texas;
Low-Emission Diesel Fuel Compliance Date
[R06-OAR-2005-TX-0020; FRL-7895-9] received
April 6, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

1600. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Implementation Plans; Texas; Locally En-
forced Idling Prohibition Rule [R06-OAR-
2005-TX-0007; FRL-7896-7] received April 6,
2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

1601. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — National Emission Stand-
ards for Coke Oven Batteries [OAR-2003-0051;
FRL-7895-8] (RIN: 2060-AJ96) received April 6,
2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

1602. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of State Implementation Plans; State of
Iowa [RO7-OAR-IA-0001; FRL-7892-1] received
March 29, 2005, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

1603. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; State
of Maryland; Revised Definition of Volatile
Organic Compounds [R03-OAR-2005-MD-0003;
FRL-7891-3] received March 29, 2005, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

1604. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Implementation Plans and Operating Per-
mits Program; State of Nebraska [R07-OAR-
2005-NE-0001; FRL-7894-1] received March 29,
2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

1605. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Dis-
trict of Columbia, Maryland, Virginia, and
Pennsylvania; Revised Carbon Monoxide
Maintenance Plans for Washington Metro-
politan, Baltimore, and Philadelphia Areas
[RME Docket Number R03-OAR-2005-DC-0001,
R03-OAR-2005-MD-0001, R03-OAR-2005-PA-
0010; FRL-7890-9; FRL-7894-4] received March
29, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

1606. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval of Revisions and
Notice of Resolution of Deficiency for Clean
Air Act Operating Permit Program in Texas
[TX-154-2-7609; FRL-7892-6] received March 29,
2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

1607. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Associate Administrator, Environmental



		Superintendent of Documents
	2015-05-20T12:23:59-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




